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E(^r n<‘nrly twenty yoirs then* 1ms l)K*en an iinfortuimlo lark 
of uniform respecting tlie name of the Itocky Mountain 

SIi(‘ep. Owing to the size and importance of tlie animal, it is 
r(‘f(‘rr(Ml to in many works of s[>ort and travel, and since it has 
h(‘(‘n divided into numerous g(*ographic‘al races, its name is of 
frequent oecurrenee in various classes of zoiilogical i)uhlications. 
Therefore agreement as to its scientific nairn^ is more than 
usually d(.‘sirahle. The names used for it in recent years ar(‘ 
Oris canadensis and Oris rervina, which, as now seems prov(‘d, 
are of even date and subject to fairly delinite rules; hut the 
habit of disagreement has become so fixed that it (‘ontinues to 
afHi(‘t, possibly because the claims of raiiadcnsis for recognition 
have not been stated at such length as thos(‘ of rerciiui. A third 
name, Oris mania na, although not used rc‘cently, now [>roves to 
he of the same date as- the others, so this also is involved.'^' 

As usual in such cases, the facts hecann^ known gradually and 
decisions made at different i)ei‘iods hav(‘ had some effect upon 
opinions naidered in the face of later d(‘V(‘lopinents. All three 
names refer (exclusively to om* animal, the Bclicr de Montagne of 
Geoffro^q which was in turn based on the ]^Iountain Ram of 
MacGillivi'ay. Cuvier and most suhsei[Uent authoj-s until 1S<S() 
used Oris citing it from 1S17. In ISSl.) Alstont found 

that 0. vvniiitna Cuvier 1817 was pri‘ 0 (’ciipi(Ml by 0. mantana 
Ord 1815, based on the mountain goat, a different animal; 
theiX'fore he abandoned it for th(‘ mountain sheep and adopted 
0, rerrina, which he ciUnl from l)(‘smarest 1818. Five y(xars 

* Se<‘ llollisti‘r, i’roc. l?iol. Soc. Wiisli., XXV, pe. is.viss, Dec. 
f Cent. Aincr., p. 111. InSu. 
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lat(‘r, Biddulph* adopted ranadensis, citing it from Shaw 1804 
and claiming priority for it over cervina winch he believed 
to date from 1818. Ho obtained the date 1804 not from 
the title page l)ut from an e.stimate leased upon assumed 
r(‘gularity of issue of the j)art.s of tlie Naturalists’ IMiscellany, 
ti)e work in which the name appeared. He was thus the 
first modern author to use any of the three names upon 
tlu‘ basis of its real date as we now know it. The burden 
of ])roof, therefore, rest(Ml u]>on names sul)sequently brought 
forward. A])par(‘ntly in this belief, ^Nlcrriam in ISOOt and 
18!)1 , J adopted ccuiodrusis. In xVpril, 1805, Sherborn § pul)- 
lished a careful collation of the ]>arts of the Naturalists’ IMis- 
cellany in whi(*h he more than corroborabHl the date obtained 
l)y ]>iddiil])h for rariadcvds since he made it ap])car tliat in all 
prol)al)ility it was pul)lished in December, 1808. In spite of 
this, Alhmil in June of the saim* year r(“j(‘cted ravodcosi-^ in 
favor of rervino which lu' cited from its original source bt'aring 
tli(‘ date 1801 on its title-page. He based this action upon his 
personal doul)t of tla^ date Deceml)er, 1808. He readily ad- 
mitted that the nanie must in any ease have' appeared early in 
1804, thus making it of even date with rrrvina, but lie chos(* 
rervina in preference to ranademU l)ceaus(‘ he regarded a tith‘- 
pag(* date more' reliablo than one ascertained from other sources. 
Dr. .Vlleirs views w(‘re followed in some quarters hut in others 
his mere exi)ression of doubt was not accepted as evidence. 
Those who continued to use camuleosis did so on the ground 
that to the best of their knowledge it was ])ublished in Decem- 
ber, 1808, and tlu*r(‘fore ant(‘dated O.rrrcimi^ whi(‘h lacked even 
a pretension to publication ])rior to 1804. A title-])ag(‘ dale 
had no sanctity to them for they knew it might be called in 
question as well as one determined l.)y investigatiom That is, 
SherlK)rn’s determination of 1808 as th(‘ date of 0, canado}isis 
stood accepted in the absence of proof to the (‘ontrary and in 
the last analysis no more could be said of the later title- pag(‘ 
date of 0. cerrina. It was evident, moreover, that a subsc‘- 
quently discovei'cd error in the collation of Shaw’s work could 

* Proc. Zool. Soc. Lond., pp. 6S1-0S4. 1885. 

t X. Anier. Fauna No. p. 78, Sept. 11, 18i)0. 

tX. -\iner. Fauna, No. 5, p. 81, -Inly, 18‘)l. 

§.\iin. A Maff. Xat. Hist. ((>). xv, i). rwil. is'.o. 

I Pull. Am. Mus. Xal. Hist., Vll, j). ‘JaS, foolnoh'. .liiiie ‘J'.i, is*.)."). 
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only llirow the date of forward to ISOl, whic‘li would 

niak(‘ it at h'ast of even date with revnon. 

'rii(‘ (\\ist(‘ii(‘e of such an error is now shown hy an exhaustive* 
r{‘(‘xainination of all tin* liti'ratine* s(*t forth hy Dr. J. A. Alh*ii 
in a pajH'r* the main i)oint of whieh is the discoYc*ry that om* 
of tie* v’ohimes of the Naturalists’ ]\Iiseellany closed in July 
instead of August, therc‘fore indicating that the part containing 
th(* iiaiue Ovl'< ennadensis did not api)car until January or 
kh‘hrnary, ISOI, instead of l)('cenih('r, ISOd, as previoiisly su})- 
pos(*d. Although Dr. Allen has not so regarded it, tlu* ini- 
[K)rtanee of this discovery scv'Uis to lie in the fa(‘t that the 
inatti'i' vv'as (‘hanged from oiuM)f j)i*iority to (iuc of the tr(*atm«*nt 
of nanu'S of even date. The question of dat(*s is now thoroughly 
sifu^d and it seems extremely unlikely that it will (*V(‘r lx* 
possible to go h(*hind Dr. Alh*n’s evidence, whieh is to th<* 
effect that both nanu*s app(‘ar(*d early in 180-1, and that beyond 
this nothing can ov v'ver will In* known. His words (loe. 
eit., p. 2) are: 

“The })reseiit pa[)er origiiiat(Ml in an attenqit to settle* the question of 
{»riority between tlie names Oris cerviiia Desmarest and Oris canadensis 
Shaw', hotli of wliieli prow ti> iiave )kx*ii })iildis!ie<l (airly in the year 
ISOI.” 

Again (p. O): 

‘*Tl»e careful collation of Shaw and Xodder’swork given h(*low shows 
that the a(*tmil date of pnhlication of this name lca)uidensis] was almost 
nmjuestionahly February, 1804, and conld not hav'e been in 1S0:>.” 

1 lis conclusion, howe^ver, is tin* same as his former one and he 
continU(‘S to urge the adojTion of tin* name eerchid becausi* of 
its title-page date. Although litth* more than a y(*ar has iiassial, 
usag<* has again failed to conform to his int(*rpretation and we 
still have some authors using cereina and others eumnlensis. 
'Phiis, Grinnellt has (*mploy(*d reeeina, while Bailey i and 
Miller S show their preference* for eunadeasi^i. The case for 
numdenSffi seems .suflicienlly covered by the fact of its curr(*nt 
us(* at the tinn* cervina was first cited from 1804 by a modern 
author. 44iis being the case, the attempt to disi>lac(‘ it violat(*d 

* I’.ull. Am. Mils. Nat. Hist., xx.xi, pp. 1-2P, Mar. 1. 1012. 

t I'liiv. Oalir. Pubs.. Zool.. X. pp. 1 i:M53, Ma.v 9. 1912. 

: Pim-. liiol. .sof. Wash., xxv, pp. ino-UO, .June 29. 1912. 

§ V. S. Nat. Mus.. Hull. 79. p. :;9.7, 1>«‘(‘. 31 , 1912. 
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the general principle that a name sliouhl not l)e cluinged 
(‘xeept upon ahsolutc*!}' convincing evidence. However, eviai 
if we disregard this and attempt to settle tlie ease ]>y reh‘renee 
to a. specifie code rule we are again forced to el loose cmxtdcroiis. 
Article 2S of tlie Internatiomil ('ode of Zoiilogical Nomenclature 
is th(‘ onl}" om^ liearing upon it. This reads as follows: 

“ Art l^s. A ii:enus formed by the nnion of two or more genern or 
.<u))genera takes the oldest valid generic or su)>generic name of its com- 
ponents. If the names are of the same date, that selected by the lirst 
reviser shall staiul. T1 k‘ same nd(^ obtains wlien two or more s])eeies or 
subspecies are united to form a single species or siil)S])eci(‘s. 

Rccommendution . — In absence t)f any previoris revision, tb<‘ estal)- 
lishmeut of precedence l)y tlie following method is recornnKunled : 

“(n) A generic name * * * 

A s})ecihc name accomjaun'iMl l)y both descri])ti<m and I1gnr(‘ 
stands in preference^ to one accompanied only liy a diagnosis or only by 
a tigure. 

{c) Other things.” * # * 

It is evident that the first reviser tirineiple can not apply to 
cases of thi.s kind, for all the early authors were unaware of tlu‘ 
facds and never had in mind tin* idea of revision in tlie sense' 
of selection, being wholly com*erned with ])i*iority. Thus in 
18S0 Alston (I. c.) adopted rcrciva over viontmut, hut on the 
(U'rom'ous su}>positions that one* dated fi-om ISl-S and that tin* 
other was pre^occupied. Again, Ihddulf (I. c.) in 188d gave* 
lirefereiice to ranadensis after finding its date to lie 1804, hut 
he too had no date for rerrina earliei* than 1818. Even Allen's 
paiK*r of 1912 can not he called full revision, because he con- 
sidered only the names rervhxi and ranadaisl^^, believing 
Dioiifmxi to date from 181h and tln‘refor(* to he negligible, 
rpon the basis of ni(*re ado[)tion, it would be necessary to 
select moxUnut, its use )>y Tieihanann in 1808 l)eing the first 
subsequent to 1S04. It is obvious, how'ever, that a reviser can 
not qualify as such in a matt(*r of names of even date unless 
he is aware that tin* dates reall}^ are even. ^loreover, it is well 
understood that the main pr(»visions of Artich* 28 are aimed at 
a class of cases very diderent from tin* pn*sent one; but R(*com- 
mendation (/>) of this article is cl(*ar and definite* and evidently 
intended for c*ases of any kind not pre'viously covered. This 
brings us d(*hnitc*ly to the selc'ction of nt for this 
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nnni(‘ iii)i)cnrs with hotli t(‘xt and ligurc*, wlu'n'as, uwotano lias 
only ji hgiiro ami rrrrinu only a diagnosis. 

ddi(‘ facts of lirsl importance' regarding the tlirt'c names may 
he summarized as follows: 

(1) On'ii niuadensi-'^ was first piihlished, with deserit>tion and 
lignrc', early in ltS04. An (‘xaet date is not asec'rtainahh*. 
'fhis infoi'iiiation was obtaimul hy collation of parts of the work 
in which it appearenl and reference to con tc'inpora neons litera- 
ture hy hihliographers of the* highest rank. There is no moi(‘ 
rt'ason to doubt this date than that of any other work without 
title-page imprint, and unless all such are to lu' rejected, it 
must h(‘ aeceptc'd. This name was tlu' lirst to h(‘ used by 
mod(*rn authors upon the basis of its ri'al date and tlu'rc'foiv' 
should stand, unless it can lx* provt'd that sonu' othei* naini' has 
priority ovc'r it. This has not been done. Moreover, by 
Piccommendation (/>), Article 28, International Code of Zoiilogi- 
eal Nomenclatui’e, the selection of this name is imi)erativ(*. 

(2) Ores cerrina was first published, with description only, 
in tlie year 1(S04, as indicated by a tith‘-page im])rint. An 
exact date is not ascertainable. Atti'inpts to substitute' this 
name' for nuuulni^ls never have shown its prior jeiiblication . 

(‘0 Or/.s montano was first published, with figure only, in the 
ye'ar 1804. An exact date is not ascertainabh'. This infor- 
mation was obtaiiu'd by bibliogi’a [)hie invc'stigation, since' the* 
plate was not dated. Its use is open to the same objections as 
that of rerciiut. 



